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?$E%, into a separate generic proceeding to examine! U S WESTS costs and determine the rates that 

W CC Olacket Nb. 3648. First Report and Order, August 8,1996. 



arbtraticsn and ~~~s~~ conditions upon the pi~Ffie8~ to: 

(1) ensure that $ucfrp ~~n a& conditions meet the requirements of section 
253, Wudjng tlws rqutalions. pmscnbPd by the [FlcCl pursuant to section 251, 

(2) establtah any rates for ~ n t ~ r c ~ ~ n ~ ~ i o n ,  sewtces. or network elements 
accmfirtg to sulwractian (6); and 

Under subseetion (d )  af sactian 252, charges for ~ n ~ ~ r ~ o n n ~ c t i ~ n ,  network elements. and transport 

and termination of traffic mwt be $et iEld cost-based rates.’ Whofesafe prices for the resek of 

Under Section 232(d)tl), charges for intcrcannectlon and neWork elements shall be based cm the cast 
of providing the interconneGlion of wWrk Blemnt and be nondisctiminatary, and may include a reasonable 
pr& Secfjon 252{6)(2) p r # s ~ r W ~  that chatges for Srstnspart and t@nninatibn of traffic must ‘provide for the 
mutual and recipn0C;rt rewvepy by sactr carrier of Wsts $ssaci$t@d with the transport and termination on each 
m e r ‘ s  nexwatk facilities of catis that o.iginate on the! network facilities of the other mrrrer.” anU be based on 
a reasanable approxtmstian of the additional Casts of brfninating such calls. Bill-and-keep arrangements are 
mot predodll?U, punuant to section 2§2(df(t)(Bf. 

3 Sledion 252fd)(3). 
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j n ~ u ~ ~ ~ ~ l  LECs' retaii rates if rnfomatiorr IS not available to develop rates using the methodology 

pasatbedl tn 4f C.F.R. 5S.r 609. 

The PkrPIItrator bas prudently determined in his Order of AugrJst 30. 1996. in these matters that 

the C O E ~  issuea which ate presented in proceCtetiqs under 5251 8 252 of the Act are best addressed 

h a cansolidated p r o d i n g  rather than separate arbiiration cases ' Review and analysis of TELRlC 

cost studies in the short time newssitat& by the Act's deadlines for the individual arbitration cases 

is clearly problematic. especialy sinct U § M S T  cost studies hdve not been previously available 

Sine &e Order was ts~ued kfort? MCI filed Its Petition for Arbitration, the Order did not apply to that 
mse Presumabty, hawever, the MCI srbitra'l'tion also involves common U S WEST cost tssues and WIN a b  
W ~ n ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ t e d  
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osviaw aad anailysis af the ws? studies free from the tima deadlines of the individual a r b t ~ ~ a ~ i ~ ~  

po4xm€jings.a Swh 0 pt0CWdtng will else permtt mor8 infarmed and conpr@hensive consideration 

# ~ l t ~ ~ u ~ ~  Sprint applauds the ~ ~ t r ~ ~ r ' s  decision to resolve common cost and rate ISSUES 

parties. Under the August 30th Order. only the parties to four of the pending arbitration cases are 

tu part.cip&e tn the ~ Q ~ ~ ~ l i d a t e d  proceeding. Although the Arbitrator may envision that subsequent 

Petitions for ~ ~ i t ~ ~ t i ~ n  with U S WEST will also be consolidated. the timing of the filing of such 

petitions may be such as te preclude ~ ~ a n i ~ ~ f u l  ~ ~ ~ i c l p ~ t l o ~  in the consolidated proceeding. 

furthemore, it is possible that Fetitians far arbitration could I>e filed in the future after the 

Ckaairly, the cunsoliUMed arbitwt~on proceeding wilt establish the rates for all aspects of 

interccrnnrtctlon arrangements with W S WEST. Although subsequent Petitioners for arbitration will 

Although the August 30th Order uses the term "consolidated arbitration,' it appears that #e proceeding 
subject tci the! deslcltines appli~ttte to arbitration proceedings under the Act. Conversion t~ not intended to 

lo# the proceeding to & 'genttntf procetding would remover any doubt. 

* As the Commission know, new entrants may not file a petition far arbitration until 135 days afker 
nequesting negmatibns for tntermnncsction with an incumbent LEC. There is no tlme deadline for making such 
requests and Sprint does not know when potential new entrants may have made. or will make. such requests 
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Spptnt IS a t ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ t ~ ~ ~ s  camer ~ ~ r ~ ~ ~ ~ t l y  ~ r ~ ~ i ~ i n ~  i n ~ ~ r ~ ~ ~ h a n ~ e  S ~ N I W S  m Arizona 

f;pmnr hrrs filed an a ~ ~ ~ ~ t ~ ~  to provide i a d  exehange ~ ~ 1 ~ ~ 9 ~ m U n ~ ~ ~ ~ n ~  S ~ N I G ~ S  t ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ t  

ANEona and is preparing to O&BF hxaf axctwnga srgwims to customerti in AtiEona in the near future 

in mnne!ctron with that provision sf beal senrice. Spfint request& ~ r n r n ~ n c e ~ ~ n t  of negotiations 

with U E5 W S I  (on Aprd 95, 6996. Those rwrgotiations are currently stdl in process and rnclude 

ftiscw~~oins an ra&s fw ~ ~ t ~ r ~ o n n ~ ~ i o ~ ,  unbundled netwotlr ekmrants, tfansgbrt and t ~ r ~ ~ ~ ~ ! i o ~  Of 

traffk sind whalesale rates far faset@, the very iecsues that the A r ~ ~ ~ a ~ ~ r  has ~ ~ ~ ~ a ~ ~ d a t ~ d  for hearing, 

~0~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~r 18, 191536. If, 8s anticipated, Spnnt is unable to s ~ c c ~ ~ ~ f u l i y  ~ ~ g ~ t i ~ t ~  an 

;agreernr%nt with tl 5 WEST. it will need to file an petition for arbitration on unresolved ISSUF?~ 

Atthough the cost issues which Spnnt is unabis to resoive wrth tl S WEST will presumably be 

 consuli id at ad with the other cases for the November 33th hearmg. Sprint is concerned that 10 wrll not 

have adequate time to oWam and analyze ff S WESTS cast studies before petitioner testimony is 

clue to kie fib&# U F ~ $ ~ F  the existing scRedute Even 15 Ssnnt files its Pstttion for Arbrtration in the near 

future, I% may lbta sweml weeks before a procedwrlal order can be entered and U S WEST ordered 

to provtde Sprrnt wrth its E t R I C  studies A ~ ~ h ~ ~ ~ ~  the testimony of petitioners is not due until 

October 25, $996, Sprint will need as much time as p0ssiWe to revtew and anatyjle the cost studies 

Wauset it has ftmited msotnrces ta conduct such review and enalysis, and such resources are being 

tiiwdr throughout the r;oun2Sy m the r n ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  of proceedings engendered by the Act Therefore. in 

order b avonj possrble prejudice to Sprint's ability to meaningfully participate in the consolidated 

pruceedings. Spfint mquessts that it be rliowed to intsnrene immecliatefy.' 

WHEREFORE, Sprint requests that the Cammission initiate a generic docket to set the rates 

that u: S WEST can charge for intercannection, unbundled network elements, transport and 

t Assuming that Sprint files a Petition for Arbitratan and the cost and rate aspects of th&t case are also 
c!6fisoltdated, Spnnt may need to mve at tfrat time far a modification of the procedural schedule far the 
wnsolrdated proceecrling, if neither of its requests herein are granted. This abnously will depend on when the 
Petttian far Arbitration is filed 
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